Should there even be such a field as "Middle East women's studies" considering the problem of compressing such heterogeneous societies and experiences into the very categories, "Middle East" and even "women?" Sayigh The basic problem with "Middle East women studies" involves its relationship within a regional field that ipso facto cannot be theorized.
Hence studies carried out within its aegis tend to replicate assumptions of a "special subject" and reinforce an ab? sence of critical reflection on the his? tory of Middle East women's studies. This absence has lead to repetition, implicit comparisons with Western women, rarity of innovative ap? proaches, objectification and distanc? ing. Awareness of the artificiality of "Middle Eastern women" as an object of study would seem to be the start? ing point for all of us?teachers, re?
searchers and students. We should take the historical production of "Middle East studies" as an object of study and criticism. We should read, and encourage students to read litera? ture about women and gender stud? ies in other world regions, and from other approaches.
Cainkar Who has the power to define fields? If we were powerful enough to create a field of "Middle East Women's Studies" within or across disciplines that is recognized in the academy for teaching purposes, I would be for it. I see its main purpose as creating a body of people, through teaching, who are educated on this topic, and who do not respond to media stereotypes alone. I would create a force of people who have the power to fight against mainstream (including academic) racism on the Middle East and for the interests of women in the Middle East. So, as a way to power in this society, I am for it. However, I am not for a Middle East studies research field that operates outside of the broader theories in our respective disciplines because that cre?
ates a ghetto; we are in one now and we need to get out of it.
Dahlgren The field should be called gender studies, bearing in mind that "gender" does not stand for women only, but involves both men and women. . . There is a threat that the discipline builds a wall between the genders, thus cementing the actual segregation systems.
Kanaaneh The binaries of "East" versus "West," "tradition" versus "mo? dernity" still loom large. "Tradition" is still frequently referred to as an unchanging set of "Eastern" rules and modernity still implies emancipation, advancement and westernization.
What is fascinating, however, is not that this paradigm underpins many works produced outside the region, but rather that so many people from the area, men and women, including feminists, have enthusiastically adopted it. This binary remains in? tact for many Islamists and roman? tic traditionalists, who reverse the valuation but hardly question the premise. Eurocentrism is not only "them" talking about "us," or an in? sensitive "outsider's" view. Thus, for example, literature produced in Pal? estine by Palestinians is sometimes more eurocentric and stereotyping than much writing by non-Palestin? ians. Ironically, the criticism of "out?
sider" scholars seems to have placed sis for future struggle for rights, may not be a sufficient alibi, at least not theoretically. I'm trying to complicate the idea of "Palestinian" as not a selfevident, quasi-biological category but as problematic, so that women must construct "Palestinianness" (or escape from it); and to problematize the idea of "women" by admitting into research the process through which "women" are produced. 
